growth by melatonin/tamoxifen, all due to EMF and all replicated in many laboratories? The references given here cite many related papers.
Another reason for this harsh judgment is the WHO policy regarding the Precautionary Principle. The Precautionary Principle defines a proactive policy for regulatory agencies when information about risk is inconclusive, but where there is a reasonable possibility that the public may be harmed if no action is taken. The 1992 Treaty on European Union favored the Precautionary Principle, and it has been invoked by Italy and Switzerland to regulate RF levels. Initially, the WHO EMF program appeared to support the idea, but then reversed its policy. Why?
Opposing the Precautionary Principle is almost like opposing Motherhood. It is good old fashioned common sense, and its soundness is embodied in the conventional wisdom of many popular sayings:
-'Better safe than sorry.' -'An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure.' -It is easier to stay out of trouble, than to get out of trouble.'
In the bioelectromagnetics community, we see it as closely related to 'Prudent Avoidance,' the unofficial practical advice given to individuals about how to deal with EMF. As if that were not enough, it sounds a lot like the legal concept of the 'reasonable man,' and how he would be expected to behave under such circumstances. Even if one is opposed to Motherhood, the Precautionary Principle can be interpreted in different ways, so one would think that WHO would support this policy, if only for public relations.
The WHO EMF program would do well to acknowledge recent biological research and promote forward looking policies in the spirit of the Precautionary Principle, rather than continue to insist that the status quo is just fine. Our environment is changing rapidly, both in the power frequency range, but especially in the growing RF background from radio, TV, and cell phone transmission. At a minimum, the WHO should incorporate recent scientific advances into its policies and support the inclusion of nonthermal effects in risk assessment. The WHO should also support safety standards that take into account the cumulative effects of EMF exposures across the spectrum.
The take home message for BEMS is to exert better editorial control over all our publications, so that scientific standards are maintained and we are not used to promote the agendas of other groups.
